
DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY ~-;,r:-:~~~~~‘;;,~,,,,,,, NO. 
ATLANTIC DIVISION \ :í.- ‘;&2& 

! NAVAL FACXLITIES ENGINEERWG COMMAND (804) 445-1814 
NQRFOLK. VIRGINIA 235 1 t-6287 

;’ \ 
IN REPLY REFER t0: 

U.S. Environmentaf Protection Agency 
Attn: Br. Robert W, Eargrove 

Federal Facilities Coordinator 
-2 Region II 

26 Federal Plaza . 
New York, iVY 10278 

Gentlemen: 

We appreciate your comments on the h'aseMYl%ports and would like to 
provide you with some additionaì information and to respond to the fssues you 
rafsed. Since your letter of March 20, 1986, our persa-nnel brrrt sade Tao 
fact-findíng trips to Puerto Rico; your LES contractor, NE3 Corooratìon, has 
visited each of the sftes identified in the Phase L reports; and our 
Confirmation Study (CS) contractor has completed ene round of sampling at 
those sites recommended for further study, Although we were not aflowed to 
review tbe XUS report, we would ìlke to convey additional facts gained durfng 
síte visíts by our staff and our CS contractor (his report ís still ín draft 
forra and not available for review). 

Coments on Inftial Assessment Study (IAS) at Eavaf. Activities, San Juan Area 

During visi_ts to the former San Juan Naval Station in March and Jufy 1986, we 
inspected the sandblast grit disposal area identified as Site I fn the LG. 
The piles of sandblast grit present during the IAS team's visit have been 
removed and Suifding 19 has been demofished. The tenants on the property, the 
Puerto Rîco Drydock Authority, are paving the ôrea to use for storage. As a 
precaution, we sampled some of the grit on the ground anü are enclosing the 
analysis results. The material did not exhibit the characteristìcs of EP 
toxfcitp, as defined ín 40 CFI3 261. We do not belíeve additional 
investigation is warranted and, at the conclusion of the paving operation, 
wíll consider the site remediated. 

í 

Since the advent of the Underground Storage Tank regulatíons, the i!?avy has 
estabLished a separate program for invertoryiag, invegtigezzing, at,d 
remediating leakíng underground tanks. Site 2, the fuel tanks and drafn 
Enes, wili be deferred to this program for study and subsequent remediation. 
Pour concerns regarding the procedure for drafning the tanks have been 
forwarded to that program manager. Pou will be given the opportunity to 
review the detaifed specffications for draining the tanks as they become 
available. 
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\ After carefully considering your comments on Site 3, the Salvage Pard Dfsposal 

Area, we cannot concnr with your recommendations. From the information 
presented fo the IAS, any hazardous materials present at the site would have 
come ftom an occasionaf diverted truckfoad of municipal waste, Of more 
concern woufd be the municipal landfiff that received the bulk of this 
material. We believe the potential for PCS migration from filters that: may 
bave been ín a truckload of garbage that may have been diverted to this -- 
disposaf area to be remote. In March of this year, inspection of thís site 
revealed a grassy area whfch appeared to be unused. A steep, rocky hil.1 
separates the landfill from the softball field to the West. By the time of 
our Julp site visit, the area had been converted to an impound yard by the 
Puerto RAcan authorities. No exposed debris was visible ín an inspection of 
the shoreline, Excessing this property to the Puerto Rican government has 
been tied up ín the courts for severa1 years; however, we wílí endeavor to 
have the IAS precautfons for future use of this property included in the final 
property transfer records. 

Regarding your concerns over the application of DDT and other pesticides, we 
believe the DDT spraying operations and the extensive use of pesticides, 
herbfcides, and insecticides were not confined to the Naval Station, but 
occurred throughout the metropolitan San Juan area. While we do not fntend to 
launch a separate investfgation into potential pesticide problems on the 
former Xaval Station, we would be willing to partitipate in any studies of the 
metropolitan San Juan area initiated by your Office or the Environmental 
Qualfty Board, 

Comments on the IAS of Sabana Seca and Naval Communications Station 

We have noted your comments 0x1 Sites 1, 3, and 4, but we do not believe the 
available evidente warrants addítional monítoring at those sites. The N'avaf 
Security Group Actfvity is classífied as a small quantity generator; for 
example, our records show they generated less than 150 galíons of hazardous 
waste fn 2.985. Secondly, a visual inspectlon of the sites did not revea1 any 
mounds characterfstic of extensive landfifling; wrecked cars were the only 
vfsible exposed debris. You may want to consult NUS Corporation's EE% report 
for an independent evaluation, Finally, we have .instalfed a network of 
monítoring Wells to determine íf contamínated groundwater could be movíng from 
Site 7 to the activity's potable Wells. These weìl locations, shown in 
Encfos~ure (2)) should also detect any contawinants migratíng from Site 3. 

'- 
Blthough we are monitoring six Wells, includíng the txgo potable Wells, as part 
of the Confirmation Study, ve have no plans to insta11 addftional Wells around 
the municipal landfill (such as an upgradienr well) since it is con-Ravy 
property. 
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Comments on the US of Naval Statfon, Roosevelt Roads 

We concur with gour recommendations for more intensive sampling at the 
Confirmation Study sítes. We made extensive revisions to the LAS samplfng 
recormnendations based on our experience with similar studies and our CS 
contractor's recommendatfons during a site reconnaissance. Our final sampling 
plan and proposed samplfng locations for round one of the verificatfon step 
are forwarded as enclosure (3). You will note that we installed three 
monitorfng weUs at Site 1, the Quebrada Disposal sfte, to verify the 
exfstence of contamination. Conducting a magnetometer survey at Site 9 was 
not possíble. Apparentlp, that píer is a popular fishing spofz on the base and 
the bottom ís littered with soft drink cans and other debris, The CS 
cantractor sampled sediment in 10 focatfons at O-1, 1-2, and 2-3 foot depths 
and coìfected four surface water sampl.es. 

Environmentaf Science and Engineering, Incorporated is conducting the fhase 11 
Confirmatfon Study at Sabana Seca and Roosevelt Roads, Thfs study is divided 
inta three steps: veriffcatfon, characterization, and the developrnent af 
feasfble alternatives fae remedíatian. The verificatfon step is subdivided 
into three rounds af sampling. We believe three rounds of data from 
groundwater and surface water samples are the minimum requirernent for denying 
the existence of contamination and deíetiag a sfte fron the NACIP program or 
proceeding with characterization and feasibflity evaluation for the site. The 
sampfing plan and sfte drawings enclosed are fron the first rolmd of 
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verification step sanpfing. We are currently developíng the scope af work for 
a s'econd round of sampling. You wifl be given the opportunitp to review sur 
confirmation study efforts as each ste? is completed and to comnent OR ,the 
results and recommendations for remedial action. 

If you have any addítional questions or concerns, sur point of contact for the 
ZACIP frogram ís Cherryl Barnett, (804) 445-1824. 

Sincerelp, 

3'. R. BAII@, P.E. 
flead, Environmental Quality Branch 
Utifities, Energy and Eavironmentaf 

By direction of the Conmander 

(1) 3TC Envíronnental Consultants Lab Report 8375 af August 25, 1986 
(2) Proposed Sampling Lacations at Site 7, Leachate Ponding Area, Sabana, Seca 
(3) Summary Table of Step 1A Verificatìon and Proposed Sampling Locations 



copy to: (w/ref Itr and w/o enefs) 
I XAVSEC~UACT Sabana Seca 

NBVSTA Booaevelt Roads ti, 48t: 

Coamonwealth of Puerto Rico 
Environmental Quality Board 
P.O. Box 11488 
san Juan; PR 00910 

í 
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